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ABSTRACT 
The objective of this research was to prove that the use of Subtitution Drill 
technique was effective in teaching auxiliary“Do And Does” In Simple 
Present Tense to the Seventh grade students of SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi. The 
researcher applied quasi experimental research. The research samples were 
(VII a) consisted of 27 students and (VII b) which consisted of 28 students. 
(VII a) was the experimental group and (VII b) was the control one. 
Experimental group was given the treatment, while the control group was not. 
The technique of data collection was test. In analyzing the data, the researcher 
used 0.05 level of significance and 53 degree of freedom / df (54-1). The t-
counted was9.84 greater than t-table2.008, and the hypothesis accepted. It can 
be concluded the application of Subtitution Drill technique is effective in 
teaching auxiliary “Do and Does” In Simple Present Tense to the teventh 
grade students of SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi. 
 
Keywords: Subtitution Drill Technique, Teaching Auxiliary “Do And Does” 
In Simple Present Tense 
  
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk membuktikan bahwa penggunaan teknik 
Subtitution Drill efektif dalam mengajar Auxiliary “Do And Does” dalam 
Simple Present Tense untuk siswa kelas VII SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi. Peneliti 
menerapkan desain penelitian quasi-experiment. Sampel penelitian adalah 
(VII a) terdiri dari 27 siswa dan (VII b) yang terdiri dari 28 siswa. (VII a) 
sebagai kelompok eksperimen dan (VII b) sebagai kelompok kontrol. 
Kelompok eksperimen diberi perlakuan, sedangkan kelompok kontrol tidak. 
Teknik pengumpulan data berupa tes. Dalam menganalisis data, peneliti 
menggunakan tingkat signifikansi 0,05 dan 53 derajat kebebasan / df (54-1). 
T-hitung 9,84 lebih besar dari t-tabel 2,008. t-hitung t-tabel, dan hipotesis 
diterima. Dapat disimpulkan bahwa penerapan teknik Subtitution Drill efektif 
dalam mengajar Auxiliary “Do And Does”dalam Simple Present Tense untuk 
siswa kelas VII SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi. 
 
Kata Kunci: Teknik Substitution Drill, Pengajaran Auxiliary “Do and Does” 
pada Simple Present tense 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 Language is one of communication tool which shows arbitrary vocal symbol in 
which people can communicate, interact, cooperate, and develop their idea to each other. 
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The grammar of language is simply an orderly description of the people in a given society. 
There are some components that are important and should be mastered in a language such 
us vocabulary, grammar/structure, and pronunciation/spelling. One of the language 
components that the teacher and students must carefully consider is grammar. It is a basic 
form of language, not only in English but also in other languages. Without  mastering the 
structure we cannot efficiently use the language well, especially English as a foreign 
language. It becomes an important language in the world because it is a tool for 
international communication. As a result, the Indonesian government requires that English 
be taught from elementary school to the university level.  
 Teaching English structure for junior high school students is very important. An 
English teacher has important duty to make a good impression in learning English in order 
to give a positive feeling toward the language. The teacher has to know about the student’s 
need in learning English. As stated in KTSP English Curriculum  (2007 : 11) that “telah 
dipahami bahwa tata bahasa membantu seseorang untukmengungkapkan gagasannya dan 
membantu si pendengar untukmemahami gagasan yang diungkapkan oleh orang lain”. It 
means that, grammar is one of important to be mastered. 
 Based the above statement, the researcher may state that to assist the students to 
process those skills, the teacher had to supply them with the language components: 
vocabulary, structure/grammar, pronunciation, and spelling. These components served to 
make it easy for students to acquire those four language skills. One of the four language 
components that had to be taught to the students was structure. One of the topics that 
concerns with structure is the use of verb Auxiliary “do and does” in teaching the simple 
present tense. The purpose of teaching these verb auxiliaries facility the students to use 
them in the sentences especially in Simple Present Tense. For instance, they learn to use 
verb Auxiliaries to construct Simple Present Tense sentences. Furthermore, verb  
Auxiliaries are used to help the students to make negative and interrogative sentences of 
Simple Present Tenses and express them in face to face interaction or daily communication. 
When the students constructing negative and interrogative sentence of Simple Present 
Tense, they used an Auxiliary verbs such us do and does. For example: Does he come late? 
Do they play football? The former is use in present context. The researcher used 
Substitution Drill as a technique in teaching Simple Present Tense. She believes that this 
technique can train the students to substitute the verb, nouns or pronouns functioning as 
subject. Substitution Drill technique was useful to be used in teaching Simple Present 
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Tenses because the students can practice to substitute instead of subject corresponding to 
its verb appropriately. 
The researcher found that most of the students, especially the Seventh grade students 
of SMP Negeri1 Bahodopi, found problem in using Auxiliaries’ verb do and does in 
contracting simple present tense. 
Referring to the above background, the researcher conducted a research on teaching 
Simple Present Tense to the Seventh grade students of SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi through 
substitutions drill. The purpose of the research is to minimize the students’ difficulty in 
using auxiliary Do and Does. 
Regarding the above intention, the researcher conducted the research “Teaching 
Auxiliary “Do and Does” in Simple Present Tense to the Seventh Grade Students of SMP 
Negeri 1 Bahodopi Trough Substitution Drill”. In this research, the researcher chosen this 
level because she wants to help the students to master simple present tense particularly in 
using Auxiliary do and does through Substitution Drill technique. 
Substitution drill requires the students to replace a single or more words. Through this 
technique, the students will possibly feel easy to learn the English grammar. In addition 
Harmer (1987:62) states that, “substitution drill is a good technique for students” 
comprehension as well as of their knowledge of individual grammatical items (such as 
personal pronoun, verbs, preposition, etc). 
Thornbury (2001) states that, “substitution drill, in which one element of the model is 
replaced by an item that fills the same slot”. It means that substitution drill was technique 
that can be used in teaching English grammar, especially in teaching simple present tense. 
When the students do substitution drill, they need to substitute a part of sentence in which 
the students simply replace the target part in the sentences with another word. To use this 
technique, a teacher wishes to facilitate students to understand and change the nouns or 
pronoun functioning as subject and its verb grammatically correct. This technique can traine 
the students to changed noun or noun phrase to personal pronoun or pronoun followed by 
the correct form of verb use in that context. By this technique, the researcher means that the 
students gave some exercise that corresponds to Simple Present Tense. 
For the teaching of simple sentence trough substitution drill there were several 
procedure as follows: 
First the teacher presented the material about simple sentences. The teacher gave explain 
how to construct the simple sentences and substitute them into subject, verbs, and object. 
After explain the material, the teacher then gave some examples. Second, the students were 
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asked some questions related to the material that the students were learn during the teaching 
learning process. Then the teacher was checked the students understanding by giving the 
some exercises. Third, the students were assignment to construct some simple sentences 
then substitute it into other elements. After they complete the exercise, then the teacher was 
discussed the exercises together. And the last, the teacher was concluded the lesson about 
simple sentences and gave them homework. 
 
METHOD 
In this research, the researcher applied quasi-experimental research design. The 
researcher conducted this research based on the research design that proposed by Seliger 
and Shohamy (1989:149) as follows: 
     
𝐎𝟏     𝐱      𝐎𝟐
𝐎𝟑          𝐎𝟒
 
 Where: 
 O1 : Pre-test of experimental group 
 O2 : Post-test of experimental group 
 O3 : Pre-test of control group 
 O4 : Post-test of control group 
 x : Treatment of experimental group 
  : There is no random of subject 
The researcher chooses the Seventh grade students of SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi as a 
population of his research. The researcher used Purposive Sampling technique by choosing 
VIIa as the experimental group and VII b as the control group. The reason both of them 
have problems in grammar, especially in teaching Auxiliary “Do and Does” in Simple 
Present Tense. 
Arikunto (2002:97) states, “That all experiments have one fundamental idea behind 
them: to test the effect of one or more independent variables on a dependent variable.” It is 
possible to have more than one dependent variable in experiments. 
 Students who did not answer or wrong answer got zero point. The description of 
test can be seen on table 1. 
Distribution of Pre-test 
No Name of Test Number of Maximum 
Item Score 
1. 
2. 
Multiple Choices 
Substitution test 
15 
15 
15 
60 
Total 30 75 
 
The test of this research was divided into two as follows pretest and posttest. The 
pre-test was given to the students before the research treatment.  
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To analyze the data, the researcher used the statistical analysis. First, the researcher 
computed the score by applying the formula proposed by Arikunto (2006: 306). After 
getting the deviation score of both experimental class and control class, the researcher 
compute the mean score deviation by using formula which is proposed by Arikunto 
(2006:312). After that the researcher analyzed the sum of squares deviation total by using 
the formula stated by Arikunto (2006:311). At the end of analyzing data, the researcher 
applied them into t-test formula in order to find out the usefulness of Substitution Drill 
technique in increasing students’ grammar. The formula proposed by Arikunto 
(2006:311). 
The researcher is going to test the hypothesis of this research in order to know that 
it is accepted or rejected. The criteria of hypothesis are stated below: 
If the t-counted is higher that t-table, it means that the hypothesis of the research is 
accepted or the treatment (Substitution Drill technique) has a significant influence for the 
students in increasing grammar. Furthermore, if the t-counted is lower than t-table, it 
means that the hypothesis of this research is rejected. 
FINDINGS 
In order to get the main data, the researcher gave a test to the sample of the 
research. Being the sample, both experimental and control groups were given the posttest 
by the researcher, while the treatment was only applied in experimental class. In other 
word, after finishing the treatment, the researcher gave posttest to the students in order to 
measure whether the using of Substitution Drill technique can give a good contribution in 
teaching English to the students, especially in increasing students’ grammar. The posttest 
was given to experimental and control groups on Juni4th 2016. The data were divided into 
in pretest and posttest where the pretest were being hold before the treatment were 
conducted followed by the posttest after the implementation of the treatment. In 
conducting the test, students of both experimental and control groups were asked the 
multiple choices and substitution test in each of them. The results of experimental class’s 
pretest can be seen on table 2. 
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Table 2:The Pre-test Result of Experimental class 
No Initials MC ST TotalScores StandardScores Scores 
1.  Aa 12 25 37 75 49.33 
2.  AD 14 38 52 75 69.33 
3.  AF 9 13 22 75 29.33 
4.  Al 12 26 38 75 50.66 
5.  AP 13 15 28 75 37.33 
6.  BA 13 23 36 75 48 
7.  Br 13 16 29 75 38.66 
8.  DE 15 15 30 75 40 
9.  Ea 11 17 28 75 37.33 
10.  Ew 12 14 26 75 34.66 
11.  FI 14 14 28 75 37.33 
12.  GF 13 22 35 75 46.66 
13.  HA 15 45 60 75 80 
14.  He 12 30 42 75 56 
15.  HP 8 12 20 75 26.66 
16.  Hr 10 12 22 75 29.33 
17.  IN 13 10 23 75 30.66 
18.  IS 15 47 62 75 82.66 
19.  MS 15 42 57 75 76 
20.  Mu 14 32 46 75 61.33 
21.  NA 12 12 24 75 32 
22.  Nu 14 17 31 75 41.33 
23.  NR 13 14 27 75 36 
24.  Sh 14 37 51 75 68 
25.  SI 14 15 29 75 38.66 
26.  YR 14 27 41 75 54.66 
27.  WI 14 19 33 75 44 
Total 957 1275.91 
Notes: MC: Multiple Choices 
ST: Subtitution test 
 
After computing students’ scores, the researcher applied the formula of pre-test mean score 
of experimental group which is proposed by Arikunto (2006:276) in order to get the 
classical students’ ability of control group. The researcher divided the total standard score 
by the number of students in experimental group. The result showed that the mean score of 
experimental group results was 47,25. It shows that students in experimental class were 
low. Furthermore, the pre-test results of control group which can be seen on table 3 as 
follows: 
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 Table 3: The Pre-test Result of ControlGroup  
No Initials MC ST Total Scores StandardScores Scores 
1 Ac 10 40 50 75 66.66 
2 Ag 10 38 48 75 64 
3 Al 12 40 52 75 69.33 
4 CA 13 44 57 75 76 
5 Ck 13 53 66 75 88 
6 DS 9 34 43 75 57.33 
7 Ed 14 52 66 75 88 
8 ES 14 51 65 75 86.66 
9 FA 10 46 56 75 74.66 
10 Ga 11 46 57 75 76 
11 IS 10 49 59 75 78.66 
12 Km 14 51 65 75 86.66 
13 MG 14 53 67 75 89.33 
14 Mr 10 39 49 75 65.33 
15 Mw 13 52 65 75 86.66 
16 Nh 10 40 50 75 66.66 
17 Nl 11 41 52 75 69.33 
18 NN 10 39 49 75 65.33 
19 Nr 14 53 67 75 89.33 
20 RA 10 40 50 75 66.66 
21 Rd 10 39 49 75 65.33 
22 Sa 9 40 49 75 65.33 
23 SP 11 38 49 75 65.33 
24 Ss 14 40 54 75 72 
25 SS 11 39 50 75 66.66 
26 St 12 40 52 75 69.33 
27 Tn 14 46 60 75 80 
28 Wi 11 47 58 75 77.33 
Total 
  
1554 
 
2071.9 
Notes: MC: Multiple Choices 
ST: Subtitution Test 
 
In computing the pretest mean score of control group, the researcher used the same 
formula which was used to count the pretest mean score of experimental group. The result 
shows that the pretest mean score of control group was 73,99. From the results above, the 
mean score of experimental group’ pre-test was 47,25 and the score of the control group 
was 73,99.After finishing the pre-test to the students, the researcher conducted the 
treatment by using Substitution Drill technique at experimental group. It took eight 
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meetings. The process of giving a treatment took 2x45 minute. On the other hand, the 
control class was taught by using conventional method. 
In contrast with the pre-test, The post-test result of experimental group showed 
that there was a significant improvement on the students, there are some students who 
get low score, middle score, and high score in experimental class. The low score is 57, 
the middle score is 65, and the high score is 73. 
   Table4:The Posttest Result of Experimental group 
Notes: MC: Multiple Choices 
ST: Subtitution Test 
No Initials MC ST Total Scores Standard Scores Scores 
1 Aa 12 45 57 75 76 
2 AD 14 53 67 75 89.33 
3 AF 12 54 66 75 88 
4 Al 11 47 58 75 77.33 
5 AP 14 53 67 75 89.33 
6 BA 12 57 69 75 92 
7 Br 14 54 68 75 90.66 
8 DE 12 46 58 75 77.33 
9 Ea 11 47 58 75 77.33 
10 Ew 12 45 57 75 76 
11 FI 14 51 65 75 86.66 
12 GF 12 52 64 75 85.33 
13 HA 12 52 64 75 85.33 
14 He 15 47 62 75 82.66 
15 HP 11 54 65 75 86.66 
16 Hr 12 45 57 75 76 
17 IN 9 50 59 75 78.66 
18 IS 13 58 71 75 94.66 
19 MS 12 56 68 75 90.66 
20 Mu 15 58 73 75 97.33 
21 NA 11 46 57 75 76 
22 Nu 13 58 71 75 94.66 
23 NR 12 45 57 75 76 
24 Sh 12 59 71 75 94.66 
25 SI 15 56 71 75 94.66 
26 YR 15 55 70 75 93.33 
27 WI 14 59 73 75 97.33 
Total 1743 2323.9 
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The post-test of experimental groupwas conducted after passing eight meetings of 
being controlled by the researcher. Different from control class, the post-test result of 
experimental group showed that there are some students who get low score, middle score, 
and high score in experimental group. The low score is 57, the middle score is 67, and the 
high score is 73. 
Table 5:The Post-test Result of Control group 
No Initials MC ST Total Scores Standard Scores Scores 
1 Ac 8 36 44 75 58.66 
2 Ag 12 49 61 75 81.33 
3 Al 12 51 63 75 84 
4 CA 8 40 48 75 64 
5 Ck 10 52 62 75 82.66 
6 DS 10 53 63 75 84 
7 Ed 10 51 61 75 81.33 
8 ES 13 56 69 75 92 
9 FA 13 51 64 75 85.33 
10 Ga 10 51 61 75 81.33 
11 IS 12 52 64 75 85.33 
12 Km 10 52 62 75 82.66 
13 MG 12 52 64 75 85.33 
14 Mr 9 40 49 75 65.33 
15 Mw 11 48 59 75 78.66 
16 Nh 10 50 60 75 80 
17 Nl 10 51 61 75 81.33 
18 NN 12 47 59 75 78.66 
19 Nr 10 39 49 75 65.33 
20 RA 10 52 62 75 82.66 
21 Rd 12 42 54 75 72 
22 Sa 11 51 62 75 82.66 
23 SP 12 49 61 75 81.33 
24 Ss 12 36 48 75 64 
25 SS 11 48 59 75 78.66 
26 St 10 50 60 75 80 
27 Tn 12 49 61 75 81.33 
28 Wi 12 52 64 75 85.33 
Total 1654 2205.24 
Notes: MC: Multiple Choices 
 ST:Subtitution Test 
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The post-test of control class was conducted after passing eight meetings of being 
controlled by the researcher. Different from experimental group, the post-test result of 
control classshowed that there are some students who get low score, middle score, and high 
score in control class. The low score is 44, the middle score is 64, and the high score is 69. 
From the post-test results, the researcher found that the posttest mean score of 
experimental group was 86,07. By comparing the post-test with the pre-test, it can be seen 
that there was a significant improvement in students’ grammar of after they received 
treatment from the researcher. In contrast, the post-test mean score of control group was 
78,75. Which mean that there is no significant improvement in students’ grammar in 
control group. The ability of control group students was still bad. Unlike the posttest result 
from experimental group, there was only a slight improvement in the result of control 
group posttest where less of students in control group had improved. The improvement 
that was found in some of control group students could not affect the result. It means there 
was not much improvement in students’ grammar. 
After gathering all the data of experimental and control groups. The researcher 
calculated the score of deviation and square deviation score from both groups. The 
researcher found that the score of deviation of experimental group was 5605,3 and the 
square deviation score of control group was 3504,07. On the other hand, the score of 
deviation of experimental group was 57,3 and the square deviation score of control 
group was 35,8. 
Moreover, in order to gain the t-counted score, the researcher needs to analyze 
the significance difference of both groups statistically by using the t-test formula which 
is proposed by Arikunto (2006). By applying the t-test formula, the researcher found that 
the t-counted score of this research was 9,84. 
In measuring whether the t-counted is higher than t-table or not, the researcher 
measure the t-table by applying the degree of freedom (df) = Nx + Ny – 2 = 21 + 21 – 2 
= 40 with the level of significance 0.05 for two-tailed test. The researcher found that the 
t-table is 2.008 which were lower than t-counted. In conclusion, the hypothesis of this 
research which states that Substitution Drill techniques is effective in teaching auxiliary 
“Do and Does” in Simple Present Tense to the Seventh grade students of SMP Negeri1 
Bahodopi was accepted. 
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DISCUSSION 
By doing the preliminary research before conducting the research, the researcher 
found that it was difficult for most of the students to increase grammar and 
vocabulary.They found difficulty construct sentences, to speak with teacher and answer 
the questions from the teacher. 
 The researcher conducted pretest and posttest in order to find out whether the 
Subtitution Drill techniquecan increase the students’ grammar of Seventh grade students 
at SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi or not. The researcher gave pretest to know the students prior 
knowledge before giving the treatment. After giving the pretest, the researcher found 
that almost all of the students of the experimental group for about eight meetings. 
 In doing the treatment, the researcher applied Substitution Drill technique taught 
auxiliary “Do and Does” in Simple Present Tense to the students during in the teaching 
and learning process. Thus the researcher gave the example of Substitution Drill technique 
in classroom and the way in which the students will substitute it. At the beginning of the 
treatment, the students had some problems. first, the students did not know substitute the 
verb, nouns or pronouns functioning as subject. Second, the students were difficult to 
decide the formula of the auxiliary “do and does” in present tense. Third, it was difficult 
for them to identify the form of the verb, the students did not know the form of simple 
present tense of the verb and practice to substitute instead of subject corresponding to its 
verb appropriately. And the end, the students did not know in using auxiliaries “do and 
does” in contract Simple Present Tense. 
 After conducting the treatment, the researcher gave posttest to the experimental 
and control group in order to find out whether the students’ grammar was increased or not. 
Based on the results of the posttest there was progress, which the result showed that the 
students score of posttest in experimental group is higher than the student’s score of 
posttest in control group. It can be prove by seeing the students’ posttest result. The result 
of the posttest in the experimental group showed that 5 students could pass the test while 
the result of the posttest in control group showed that 2 students could pass the test. 
 In addition, the total score of the students in experimental group was higher than 
the total score of the students in control group. It was because the use of Substitution Drill 
technique in teaching and learning process in experimental group. By seeing the result, the 
use of Substitution Drill technique can increase the students’auxiliary “Do and Does”in 
Simple Present Tense. Sulfiani (2012) who conducted same technique with the researcher 
supported the result. In her research, there was a significant increasing of the students’ 
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auxiliary “Do and Does”in Simple Present Tense. In conclusion, the result above reveals 
that there is a significant increasing after giving the treatment and it supports the 
hypothesis of this research. 
 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the result of the test, the researcher found that the students’ auxiliary 
“Do and Does” in Simple Present Tense increased. It was proven by looking at the mean 
scores before and after the treatment. The mean scores between the experimental group 
and control group were equal in pre-test but after passing 8 meetings with different 
treatment, the mean score of experimental group was developed significantly rather than 
the mean score of control group.The mean score of experimental group was improved 
from 47,25 to 86,07. Where control group mean score was moved from 73,99 to 78,75. 
In order to measure whether the improvement is significant or not, the researcher 
compared the t-counted and the t-table. The results show that the t-counted (9,84) was 
higher than the t-table (2.008). It means that the hypothesis in this research was 
accepted. The result of this research also support by the previous studies. In conclusion, 
Substitution Drill technique can increase the students’ grammar of seventh grade 
students at SMP Negeri 1 Bahodopi. The usefulness of Substitution Drill technique in 
increasing students’ grammar especially in auxiliary “Do and Does” in Simple Present 
Tense also means that the use of this technique in teaching are able to motivate students 
in learning because it gives a memorable experience for them where they can interact 
actively and feel the tension when they are substitute the verb. The use of this technique 
in teaching also simultaneously improves the student’s mastery of the focused structures 
of a sentence because it requires the students’ knowledge in order to know their 
grammar. 
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